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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Alabama was 253. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (253), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score In 
1998 (255). 

Alabama’s average score (253) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261 ). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores In 
Alabama were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not 
significantly different from those In 9 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 42 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Alabama who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 22 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(21 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (22 percent). 



Alabama (Public) 



1998 1 m 1 45 


21 1 1 


2002 t' "f ‘ SS" ' :ll 43 


w-m'\ 1 


2003 1 1 42 


21 D 2 


Notion (Public) 




2003 P'' « 42 


27 U 3 






P«t<*ntag« b«tow Bask and at Bask P«r<*ntag« of Profkknt and 

AdvatKcd 

D below Basic □ Basic □ Proficient □ Advanced 



NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the ochievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below BasJ(, 242 or lower; Basl^ 243-280; 
Profideat, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 



Reporting groups 

Male 

Female 



Percentage 
of students 



Average 

Score 



Percentage of students at 

Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 



50 

50 



246 

261 



42 

28 



41 

44 



16 

25 



White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian/Pacific Islander 
American Indian/Alaska Native 



63 

35 

1 

1 

1 



262 

237 



25 

54 



46 

37 



28 

9 



Free/reduced -price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 



48 
52 r 



241 

265 



48 

23 



40 

44 



11 

30 



In 2003, male students in Alabama had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (15 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (1 1 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Alabama. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/red uced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points). 






500 

280 

270 

260 

250 

240 

230 

220 






Per<enlil«$ 




231 232 



ot. 



’98 



’ 02*03 



>■■■4 Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade Indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting In smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed.Qov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain Information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 







0 In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Alaska was 256. 

0 Alaska’s average score (256) in 2003 was lower^ than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261 ). 

© Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Alaska were higher than those in 5 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 1 1 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 36 jurisdictions. 

0 The percentage of students in Alaska who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 27 percent In 2003. The 
percentage of students in Alaska who performed at or above 
the Basic level was 67 percent. 


Aloska (Public) 


2003 I . m 1 40 


■ 2T1. B 3 


Notion (Publk) 




2003 m 4 42 


27k, 1:1 3 






Pef(«ntage below Bosk and at Bask Percentage at Profkleaf and 

AdvanteB 

□ below BasU □ Basic □ Proficient □ Advanceif 

NOTE: Tbe NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the oebievement levels 
corresponding la the foilawing points: Below Basics 242 or lower; Bos/c 243-280; 
Pfofldent, 231-322; Advanced 323 or above. 
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Percentage 


Average 




Percentage of students at 




Reporting groups 


of students 


Score 


Below Basic 


Basic 


Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


51 


250 1 


39 I 


39 


20 


2 


Female 


49 


263 1 


28 r 


41 


28 1 


4 



White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian/Padfic Islander 
American Indian/Alaska Native 
Free/reduced-price school lunch 



Eligible 25 1 239 I 51 t 36 12 # 

Not eligible 65 T 263 I 27 I 41 29 I ^ 







o In 2003, male students in Alaska had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (13 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of the 
Nation (11 points). 

0 In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (19 points). This performance gap 
was narrower than that of the Nation (27 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (21 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27 
points). 

0 In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that 
of students who were eligible (24 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (25 
points). 


Scale Score Distribution 
25*'^ so'*^ 

Percentile Percentile Percentile 
Alaska 232 1 260 I 283 1 

Nation (Public) 240 264 286 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP 
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower, 
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example, 
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools 
nationally scored below 286, and 75 percent of students in Alaska 
scored below 283. 



58 i 


268 1 


21 r 


42 


32 
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4 1 


249 


40 


47 


12 


1 


4 i 


246 


44 


39 


17 


# 


6 1 


253 1 


36 t 


41 


22 i 


1 


26 T 


235 1 


56 1 


33 1 


11 1 


# 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from Alaska. ] Significantly higher than, i lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public). 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed.QOv/nationsreDOrtca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Arizona was 255. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (257), and was lower 
than the average score in 1998 (260). 

o Arizona’s average score (255) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261 ). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Arizona were higher than those in 4 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 1 1 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 37 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Arizona who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 25 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(23 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (27 percent). 
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2003 1 




41 


2 


Nation (Public] 




2003 T: 




42 


27 









Percent 099 below Bask and at Bosk Percentage at Pfofkhnt asd 

AifvarKeil 

nheUvf Bask OBask UProtident ABvamed 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scole ronges from 0 lo 500, with the ochievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243'2B0; 
Profident, 28 1 -322; Advanced, 323 or above. 



Reporting groups 



Percentage 
of students 



Average 

Score 



Percentage of students at 
Below Basic Basic Proficient 



Advanced 



Male 


51 


251 


38 


41 


20 


1 


Female 


49 


260 


29 


42 


27 


2 


White 


51 


268 


20 


44 


34 


3 


Black 


5 


245 


48 


36 


16 


# 


Hispanic 


36 


240 


49 


39 


11 


# 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


2 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


American Indian/Alaska Native 


6 


238 


55 


37 


8 


# 


Free/reduced-price school lunch 














Eligible 


38 


241 


49 


40 


11 


1 


Not eligible 


50 


265 


23 


43 


32 


2 



In 2003, male students in Arizona had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (10 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (28 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points). 
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■ ■ ■ ■ ^ Accomtnodotions weie not permitted 
D"'"" Accommodotions were pennitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the “Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessnnent of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Arkansas was 258. This was not found to be significantly 
different' from the average score in 2002 (260), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (256). 

Arkansas’ average score (258) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* * that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Arkansas were higher than those in 7 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 1 1 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 34 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Arkansas who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 27 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(27 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (23 percent). 



Arkanuis (Public) 



1998 1 ' 


A..L 1 


4S 


.=^.'22 


1 1 


2002 1 




45 


m' 26 




2003 


m 1 


43 


25 


B i 


Nation (Pubik] 




2003 




42 


m V 


0 3 







Pet(«nto 9 e below Bosk orxi at Bmic Peicenlage at Profkient and 
Advamed 

O bclov/ Bask □ Bask □ Proficient □ Advanced 

NOTE; Th« NAEP reoding scale ronges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Bask 243-280; 
Profhient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 









Reporting groups 


Percentage 
of students 


Average 

Score 


Below Basic 


Percentage of students at 
Basic Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


51 


254 


34 


43 


22 


1 


Female 


49 


263 


26 


44 


28 


3 


White 


73 


266 


21 


46 


30 


3 


Black 


22 


232 


58 


35 


6 


# 


Hispanic 


3 


257 


32 


43 


24 


2 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


1 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


American Indian/Alaska Native 


1 


— 


— 


— 


— 




Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 


46 


250 


39 


41 


18 


1 


Not eligible 


49 


267 


20 


46 


32 


3 



o In 2003, male students in Arkansas had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (9 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (1 1 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (33 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Arkansas in 1998. 

0 In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (17 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points). 







V ■ ■ ■ 41 Accommodations wore not permitted 
D"' ' ”< 3 Accommodations were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



U The estimate rounejs to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National /^sessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
California was 251. This was not found to be significantly 
differenf from the average score in 2002 (250), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (252). 

California’s average score (251 ) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261 ). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
California were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not 
significantly different from those in 6 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 45 jurisdictions. 
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Perc«nto9e b«low Bask and at BotU P«r(«ntog9 o1 Profklant qid 
Advamed 

□ below Bask □ Bosk □ Proficient □ Advanced 

NOTE: Tlie NAEP reading scale rouges from 0 io 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280; 



© The percentage of students in California who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 22 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(20 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1 998 (21 percent). 


Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 


1 




"TT 




■ '^0 ■ 









Percentage Average 




Percentage of students at 




Reporting groups 


of students 


Score 


Below Basic 


Basic 


Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


51 




247 


42 


38 


19 " 


1 


Female 


49 




255 


35 


40 


22 


3 


White 


35 




265 


24 


43 


30 


4 


Black 


9 




239 


52 


37 


11 


# 


Hispanic 


41 




237 


54 


35 


10 


# 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


13 




266 


24 


40 


33 


4 


American Indian/Alaska Native 


1 




— 


— 






— 


Free/reduced -price school lunch 
















Eligible 


42 




237 


53 


35 


12 


# 


Not eligible 


46 




264 


25 


42 


29 


3 




fi 







In 2003, male students in California had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (6 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (29 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (27 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points). 




Per<dntile$ 



•98 ‘02X)3 

■ Accommodotions were sot permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

• Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting In smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit hUp://nces.ed.qov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 









o In 2003. the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Colorado was 268. This was higher^ than the average score in 
1998 (264). 

o Colorado's average score (268) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation's public schools (261 ). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Colorado were higher than those in 23 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 2 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Colorado who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 36 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was greater than that in 1 998 (30 percent). 



Colorado {Public} 



IW I*SW- \ 47^ 


" nr 


5003 1 W 1 45 


• 35 El 


Nation (Public) 




5003 r~»Sr~T 45 


57 | ] 3 
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□ b€lowfffi/r OBask OFrofkient ^Advattred 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scole ronges from 0 to 500, with the ochlevement levels 
(orrespomllng to the following points: Below Baslr, 242 or lower; Basl<, 243-280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced 323 or above. 
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Percentage 


Average 




Percentage of students at 




Reporting groups 


of students 


Score 


Below Basic 


Basic 


Proficient 


Advanced 


~Male 


51 


262 


27 


44 


27 


2 


Female 


49 


274 


18 


39 1 


37 


6 


White 


70 


275 T 


15 


41 i 


38 


5 T 


Black 


6 


249 


40 


43 


15 


1 


Hispanic 


20 


247 


43 


43 


13 


1 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


4 


275 


16 


37 


42 


6 


American Indian/Alaska Native 


1 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


Free/reduced-price school lunch 














Eligible 


26 


250 


40 


43 


15 


1 


Not eligible 


72 


274 t 


16 


41 1 


38 


5 T 






In 2003. male students in Colorado had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (12 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (12 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points). 

In 2003. White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (27 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points). 

In 2003. students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points). 




Per<eiitil€s 



■ ■■ ■ 41 Accommodations were not permitted 
Accominodotions were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. t Significantly higher than, i lower than 1998. 

' Comparisons (hig her/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics. National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998 and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Connecticut was 267. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (267), and was lower 
than the average score in 1998 (270). 

© Connecticut’s average score (267) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation's public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Connecticut were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 4 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Connecticut who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(37 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (40 percent). 



Comie<!laft (Public) 

1998 
2002 
2003 

Nation (Public) 

2003 

Percentage below Bask and at Bosk Percentage a1 Prafkient aod 
Athamed 

□ below OBask D Profkhnt U Advanced 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the ochievement levels 
corresponding to the lollowing )>oints: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 




Percentage 
of students 



Average 

Score 



Percentage of students at 

Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 



Male 

Female 


50 

50 


262 

273 


28 

19 


41 

39 


29 

36 


3 

6 


White 


71 


275 


16 


39 


39 


6 


Black 


14 


244 


46 


42 


12 


# 


Hispanic 


11 


244 


45 


41 


13 


# 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


3 


282 f 


12 


34 


43 


11 


American Indian/Alaska Native 


# 1 


— 


— 


— 


“ 


— 


Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 


25 


245 


44 


41 


14 


# 


Not eligible 


71 


275 


17 


39 


38 


6 






In 2003, male students in Connecticut had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (1 1 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (12 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (31 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1 998 (32 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (31 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (30 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points). 







Accomroodotions weie not permitted 
Accomroodotions were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nc es.ed.go v/nations re portcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.s7bepartment of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 



o 

ERIC 



BEST COPY AVAILABLi 





r i The Nation's Report Card ; ; 


- : r: - DDESS 

2003 Grade 8 

Public Schools 


: ■ 




i^eauing 






@ro©(j)©()D®6 (^©|«)®(?(] 



The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



© In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
DDESS was 269. This was not found to be significantly 
different' from the average score in 2002 (272), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998(268). 

o DoDEA/DDESS’ average score (269) in 2003 was higher than 
that of the nation's public schools (261 ). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
DDESS were higher than those in 28 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 2 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in DoDEA/DDESS who performed 
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (37 percent), and was not found to be significantly 
different from 1998 (39 percent). 



Student 



DDESS (Fubik) 
1998 
2002 
2003 

Nation (Publk) 
2003 



rzsor 


39 


- 32 




IMJ 


49 


36 




L ra i 


44 




■ "i 3 






1 «=) 1 


42 


27 


J] J 







Perconlage b«low Bosk and at Bosk Porcentage at Mkient aid 
AJva/xoJ 

01 ImjIow Bo$k □ Bask □ Profkhnt □ Advanced 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243* *280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 









... . ..... . . 




■ 


Reporting groups 


Percentage 
of students 


Average 

Score 


Below Basic 


Percentage of students at 
Basic Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


51 


261 i 


27 \ 


45 


26 


2 


Female 


49 


278 


11 


42 


42 


5 


White 


40 


280 


11 


39 


45 


5 


Black 


25 


255 


30 


51 


18 


1 


Hispanic 


23 


268 


21 


41 


34 


4 



Asian/Pacific Islander 
American Indian/Alaska Native 



Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 



26 

56 



262 

270 



23 

18 



51 

41 



23 

37 






In 2003, male students in DoDEA/DDESS had an average 
score that was lower than that of female students (17 points). 
This performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (6 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (13 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (2 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (8 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (15 points). 







Per<entile$ 



Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were pennitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-profident students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting In smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

^ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces ed.QOV/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE; U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 




10 



BEST COPY AVAIUBLE 







The Nation's Report Card 


DoDDS 


Reading 2003 


Grade 8 

Public Schools 









The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






0 In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
DoDDS was 273. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (273), and was higher 
than the average score in 1998 (269). 

0 DoDEA/DoDDS’ average score (273) in 2003 was higher than 
that of the nation's public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
DoDDS were higher than those in 49 jurisdictions, and not 
significantly different from those in 3 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in DoDEA/DoDDS who performed 
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 40 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (40 percent), and was not found to be significantly 
different from 1998 (37 percent). 



DoDDS (Publk) 



1998 rmn « 




2002 1 nn^l 49 


.. 38 r 


2003 1 HJ 1 46 


^ 37 i 3 



Nation (Put^c) 
2003 I 



3 ; 



42 



27 



1] J 



Porcontage b«low Bosk end at BosU P«r»ntage at Profklent a ad 
Athamed 

□ ImIow Basic □ Bask □ Profkient O Advanced 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the ochieveinent levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basi^ 243-280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 



to ®sE®© 










= , -1 


Reporting groups 


Percentage 
of students 


Average 

Score 


Below Basic 


Percentage of students at 
Basic Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


51 


269 


17 


49 


32 


2 


Female 


49 


277 


12 T 


42 


42 


4 


White 


51 i 


277 


10 


44 


42 


4 


Black 


19 T 


260 


25 


53 


21 


1 


Hispanic 


10 T 


269 


19 


46 


31 


4 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


10 


272 


14 


48 


36 


2 



American Indian/Alaska Native 



o In 2003, male students in DoDEA/DoDDS had an average 
score that was lower than that of female students (8 points). 
This performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1 998 (9 points). 

© In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (17 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (19 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (8 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (12 points). 

o Data for free/reduced-price school lunch were not available in 
DoDDS at grade 8 to compare gaps across assessment years. 



srS. 75th 




PsKentiks 



• Accommodotions were not permitted 

□■■‘*'■■‘**€1 Accommodations were pennitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rouncis to zero. — Reporting staneJareJs not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly cJifferent from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed.Qov/nationsreportca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain Information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






Student 






In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Delaware was 265. This was lower^ than the average score in 
2002 (267), and was higher than the average score in 1998 
(254). 

Delaware's average score (265) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation's public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* * that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Delaware were higher than those in 20 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 16 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 16 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Delaware who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 31 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(33 percent), and was greater than that in 1998 (23 percent). 



Delaware (Public) 
I99« \ 

2002 E 

2003 r 



m: 



Jfil 






46 



Nation (Public) 
2003 I 



"ir 



42 



J]1 



#• ^ 311^ '1 2 



29 






V -W t.l 3 



Percentage below Bosk and at BosU Percentage ot Prcfkieat aid 
Athamed 

□ below ^a5/f Q Basic E} Proficient O Advanced 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 



Retformahee 



Delaw^ 









Reporting group s 



Percentage 
of students 



Average 

Score 



Percentage of students at 

Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 



Male 

Female 


52 

48 


260 i 
270 


28 1 
18 


46 

45 


24 

33 


2 

3 


White 


63 


273 


15 ! 


46 


37 


3 


Black 


27 


248 


40 


47 


13 


# 


Hispanic 


6 


246 


40 


48 


13 


# 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


3 


281 


13 


35 


42 


10 


American Indian/Alaska Native 


# 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


Free/reduced -price school lunch 
Eligible 


33 


250 


39 


45 


15 


1 


Not eligible 


58 1 


271 1 


15 I 

' ... ‘.--r.':,*;.';".'-' 


47 


35 


3 



BetweeniSelected 



In 2003, male students in Delaware had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (12 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (27 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (15 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (21 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points). 




Percentiles 



•02*03 



Accommodations weie not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



• The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting stanctarcts not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly cjifferent from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

• Comparisons (hig her/lower/not cjifferent) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions” includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schcx)ts). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. g ov/nationsreportca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed Information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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District of Columbia 
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Public Schools 






The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 

m 



istriictro 



mm 



jgi^mehtil^wels 



In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
District of Columbia was 239. This was not found to be 
significantly different’ from the average score in 2002 (240), 
and was not found to be significantly different from the average 
score in 1998 (236). 

District of Columbia's average score (239) in 2003 was lower 
than that of the nation’s public schools (261 ). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
District of Columbia were lower than those in 52 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in District of Columbia who 
performed at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 10 
percent in 2003. This percentage was not found to be 
significantly different from 2002 (10 percent), and was not 
found to be significantly different from 1998 (11 percent). 



Dislrkl of Colunibit] (Pubik) 



1 998 





iloij 1 


2002 


38 


»l| i 


2003 


37 


»ll 1 


Nation (Public) 






2003 


42 


iss .TKaaa 









P«r(9ntag« below f ask end a! Bosk Peuentage at Profkkat and 
AdvaiKed 

H below Bash □ Bask di Proficient M Advanced 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below BasJcj 242 or lower; Bask 243*280; 
Profkhntr 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 



Rpftb rmaheeiofiN AE5 



Reporting groups 

Male 

Female 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian/Pacific Islander 



Percentage 
of students 



Average 

Score 



Percentage of students at 
Below 8as/c Basic Proficient Advanced 



48 

52 



231 

245 



62 

45 



31 

42 



7 

11 



American Indian/Alaska Native 
Free/red uced-price school lunch 
Eligible 
Not eligible 



3 

88 

8 

1 

# 



236 

240 



55 

49 



37 

39 



7 

11 



57 1 
30 



232 

248 



61 

44 



33 

39 



6 

14 






In 2003, male students in District of Columbia had an average 
score that was lower than that of female students (1 4 points). 
This performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (12 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for White students compared to Black students in District of 
Columbia. 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for White students compared to Hispanic students in District of 
Columbia. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points). 






0-C3 75rh 




Percentiks 



'02 ‘03 



• ■ ■ ■ ^ Accommodations were not permitted 
D Accommodations were pennitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly cjifferent from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/Iower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed.qov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Florida was 257. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (261 ), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (255). 

Florida’s average score (257) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Florida were higher than those in 5 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 1 1 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 36 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Florida who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 27 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(29 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (23 percent). 






Florida (P(d}lic) 

1998 El 

2002 [— HT 

2003 



is: 



44 



43 






Notion (PubliO 
2003 f 



"W 



42 



i\ ii' 



:24 



' ^ H 2 
3 2 

ZD 3 



27 



P«r«ntog« Wow Bask ond ot Baste Perwntoge at ProfkienI osd 
AJvaiKed 

® below Bask □ Bask □ Profident P Advanced 

NOTE: The NAEP reading s<ale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic^ 242 or lower; Bask 243-280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 



Reporting groups 


Percentage 
of students 


Average 

Score 


Below Basic 


Percentage of students at 
Basic Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


49 


251 


39 


40 


20 


1 


Female 


51 


263 


26 


42 


29 


3 


White 


51 i 


268 


21 


42 


33 


4 


Black 


27 r 


239 


52 


38 


10 


1 


Hispanic 


19 


251 


38 


43 


18 


1 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


2 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


American Indian/Alaska Native 


# 


— 


— 


— 


— 





Free/reduced-prIce school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 



46 

49 



245 

267 



45 

22 



39 

43 



15 

32 



In 2003, male students in Florida had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (12 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (13 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (17 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (17 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points). 
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• ■ ■ ■ 4 Accommodotions weie sot permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rouncts to zero. — Reporting standarcts not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly cjifferent from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not efifferent) are basecj on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Georgia was 258. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (258), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (257). 

Georgia’s average score (258) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Georgia were higher than those in 7 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 10 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 35 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Georgia who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 26 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(26 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (25 percent). 
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43 
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Nation (Public) 
2003 [ 



42 
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i:i^24 2 
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' 0 3 



Porcentogo b«low Bask and at Basic Porcentago at Profkhnt and 
Advamed 

□ below Basic □ Basic □ Profident □ Advanced 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic^ 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280; 
Proficient, 281*322; Advanced, 323 or above. 






Rerformafice 



Reporting groups 



Percentage 
of students 



Average 

Score 



Percentage of students at 

Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 



Male 

Female 



50 

50 



253 

263 



37 

24 



41 

46 



21 

28 



White 


54 


268 


19 


45 


34 


2 


Black 


39 


244 


46 


42 


12 


# 


Hispanic 


4 


245 


45 


40 


15 


# 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


2 


265 


30 


32 


34 
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American Indian/Alaska Native 


# 








... 




Free/reduced-price school lunch 














Eligible 


41 


243 


46 


42 


12 


# 


Not eligible 


54 


269 


18 


44 


35 


3 



o In 2003, male students in Georgia had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (10 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Georgia in 1998. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points). 
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Accommodations weie not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

^ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreDortca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE; U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Hawaii was 251. This was not found to be significantly different^ 
from the average score in 2002 (252), and was not found to be 
significantly different from the average score in 1998 (249). 

Hawaii's average score (251 ) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation's public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Hawaii were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not significantly 
different from those in 5 jurisdictions, and lower than those in 
46 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Hawaii who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 22 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(20 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (19 percent). 
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O b^low Bash □ Bask □ Profkient □ Advanced 

NOTE: Tlie NAEP reading »ale ronges from 0 lo 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 






Reporting groups 


Percentage 
of students 


Average 

Score 


Below Basic 


Percentage of students at 
Basic Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


51 


245 


46 


36 


16 


1 


Female 


49 


258 


32 


42 


23 


3 


White 


15 


259 


31 


38 


27 


4 


Black 


2 


— 


— 


— 




— 


Hispanic 


2 


249 


41 


32 


26 


1 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


70 


249 


41 


40 


18 


1 



American Indian/Alaska Native 



Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 
Not eligible 



42 

57 



240 

259 



51 

30 



37 

41 



12 

26 



o In 2003, male students in Hawaii had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (14 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (15 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Hawaii. 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Hawaii in 1998. 

© In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (19 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (16 points). 
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• ■■■Hi Accommodotions were not permitted 
D*======Q Accommodotions were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



U The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

• Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://n c es.ed. q ov/nationsreDOrtcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain Information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



Results^ 



fiiffOiai® 






In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Idaho was 264. This was not found to be significantly different 
from the average score in 2002 (266). 

Idaho’s average score (264) in 2003 was higher than that of the 
nation’s public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Idaho were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 19 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 15 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Idaho who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(34 percent). 
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Per(entog« b«low Bask and ar Bosk 

AififoiKaB 

O b«low Bask □ Bask □ Profkkut O Advanced 

NOTE: The NAEP reading $<ole ronges from 0 to 500, with the ochievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or tower; Basl^ 243-280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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Basic Proficient 
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4 
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21 


44 


32 


3 
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47 
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Reporting grou ps 
Male 

Fernale 

White 
Black 
Hispanic 
Asian/Pacific Islander 
American Indian/Al^a Native _ 
Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 
Not eligible 




In 2003, male students in Idaho had an average score that was 
lower than that of female students (12 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
2002(14 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Idaho. 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 2002 (21 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (11 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rouncts to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. t Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed. Qov/nationsreportca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP). 2002 and 2003 Reading /Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






© In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Illinois was 266. 

o Illinois’ average score (266) in 2003 was higher' than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Illinois were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 24 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 7 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Illinois who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. The 
percentage of students in Illinois who performed at or above 
the Basic level was 77 percent. 
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NOTE: The NAEP reeding $(ale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-230; 
Profidenf, 281*322; Advmce(l 323 or above. 
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Advanced 


Male 


49 


264 1 


25 1 


44 


28 t 


2 


Female 


51 


269 t 


21 


40 


34 


4 


White 


63 


276 t 


13 1 


42 


40 T 


5 


Black 


20 T 


247 


44 


43 


13 


# 


Hispanic 


14 


250 T 


39 i 


45 


15 


1 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


3 1 


281 t 


13 


34 


45 


8 


American Indian/Alaska Native 


# 1 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 



Free/reduced -price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 



34 

62 



249 T 
276 ! 



41 
13 i 



44 

41 



14 

41 r 



In 2003, male students in Illinois had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (6 points). This 
performance gap was narrower than that of the Nation (1 1 
points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27 
points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (26 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27 
points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that 
of students who were eligible (27 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (25 
points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP 
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower, 
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example, 
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools 
nationally scored below 286, and 75 percent of students in Illinois 
scored below 290. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from Illinois. I Significantly higher than, 1 tower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public). 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed . q ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Indiana was 265. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (265). 

Indiana’s average score (265) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261 ). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated In the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Indiana were higher than those in 20 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 23 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 9 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Indiana who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(32 percent). 
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Adva/H9<i 

O below Bask □ Bask □ Profkhnt □ Advan<ed 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the ochievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Bosk, 242 or lower; BosI^ 243-2B0; 
Profklentf 281-322; Advamed, 323 or above. 
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Reporting groups 
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In 2003, male students in Indiana had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (1 1 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
2002 (1 1 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (20 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Indiana in 2002. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap 
was wider than that of 2002 (16 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



U The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments. 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 









The Nation's Report Card 

Readii 



2003 



@od©[«)©Gd© 8 ja©(«)0(?Q 



Iowa 
Grade 8 

Public Schools 






The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






Student 






o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Iowa was 268. 

0 Iowa’s average score (268) in 2003 was higher^ than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Iowa were higher than those in 27 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 20 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 5 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Iowa who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 36 percent in 2003. The 
percentage of students in Iowa who performed at or above the 
Basic level was 79 percent. 
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AdvanteJ 

□ below Bask □ Bask □ Proficient □ Advanced 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the achievetnent levels 
correspcHiding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243^230; 
Proficient, 281*322; Advanced 323 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Iowa had an average score that was 
lower than that of female students (12 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of the 
Nation (11 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher, 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27 
points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27 
points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that 
of students who were eligible (21 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (25 
points). 



Scale Score Distribution 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP 
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower, 
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example, 
the data above show that 75 percent of students In public schools 
nationally scored below 286, and 75 percent of students in Iowa 
scored below 290, 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate, 

• Significantly different from Iowa. 1 Significantly higher than, i lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public), 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The ,05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments, 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed.q ov/nationsre p o r tcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment, 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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0 In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Kansas was 266. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (269), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (268). 

6 Kansas' average score (266) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation's public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Kansas were higher than those in 20 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 5 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Kansas who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(38 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (36 percent). 
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NOTE Ihe NAEP reading scale ranges frora 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243*280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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o In 2003, male students in Kansas had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (13 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (1 1 points). 

© In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (27 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points). 

0 In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (26 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1 998 (31 points). 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points). 
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• ■ ■ ■ ^ Accommodations wece not permitted 
□ □ Accommodations were pcrniitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 

# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

•Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities ancj limitecj-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free /reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces. ed. g ov/nationsreportca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework; reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Kentucky was 266. This was not found to be significantly 
different from the average score in 2002 (265), and was higher 
than the average score in 1998 (262). 

Kentucky’s average score (266) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261 ). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Kentucky were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 24 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 7 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Kentucky who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(32 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (30 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 lo 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding lo the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243*280; 
Micient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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© In 2003, male students in Kentucky had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (1 1 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (14 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (19 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Kentucky. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (20 points). 
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• ■■■4 Accommodations were not permitted 
D 'Q Accommodations were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* •Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. g ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Louisiana was 253. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (256), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (252). 

Louisiana's average score (253) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261 ). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores In 
Louisiana were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not 
significantly different from those in 9 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 42 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Louisiana who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 22 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(22 percent), and was greater than that in 1998 (17 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the ochievement levels 
corresponding to the iollowing points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basi^ 243'2B0; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Louisiana had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (12 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (28 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Louisiana. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (21 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (20 points). 
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• ■ ■ ■ 4 Accommodotions wee e not permitted 
Diiiiiniiir-a Accommodations were pennitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I tower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Maine was 268. This was not found to be significantly different^ 
from the average score in 2002 (270), and was lower than the 
average score in 1998 (271). 

Maine’s average score (268) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation's public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Maine were higher than those in 28 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 2 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Maine who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(38 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (41 percent). 



Maine (Pubik) 
1998 
2002 
2003 

Nation (PubHc) 
2003 



1 


41 


' E! 


rim 


44 


y 3 


1 m .1 


43 


33 □ 3 






1 M r 


42 


n 3 







AihojKed 

M below Bask □ Bosk □ Profkhnt O Advanced 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280; 
Profkient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Maine had an average score that was 
lower than that of female students (1 3 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (15 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Maine. 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Maine. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (15 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (17 points). 
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■ Accommodations weie not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. t Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than In previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http: //nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics. National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described In the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Maryland was 262. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (263), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (261). 

Maryland's average score (262) in 2003 was not found to be 
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools 
(261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Maryland were higher than those in 1 1 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 19 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 22 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Maryland who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 31 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(32 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (31 percent). 



Maryland (Public) 



1998 r 




39 


i J 


2002 1 




40 


^rM9. m 


2003 h 




40 


::*'27 ‘ 


Nation (Pubik) 




2003 




42 


V II 3 







P«rc«nto9« Mow Bask ond at Bosk Porcenlage al Profkknt and 
AJvamed 

HJ b«low BasU □ Bask □ Profkhnt □ Advanced 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below BqsJCj 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280; 
fkofiaent, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or obove. 
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In 2003, male students in Maryland had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (14 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (12 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (20 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (1 1 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points). 
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Accominodotions were not permitted 
Accomraodotions were pemitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rouncts to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than. ] lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed .qo v/nations rep ortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 




© In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Massachusetts was 273. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (271), and was higher 
than the average score in 1998 (269). 

© Massachusetts' average score (273) in 2003 was higher than 
that of the nation's public schools (261 ). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Massachusetts were higher than those in 49 jurisdictions, and 
not significantly different from those in 3 jurisdictions. 
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The percentage of students in Massachusetts who performed 
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 43 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (39 percent), and was greater than that in 1998 (38 
percent). 



NOTE: The NAEP reoding scale ranges from 0 to 500, wHli the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243*280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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© In 2003, male students in Massachusetts had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (1 1 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (32 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points). 
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o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points). 
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Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 

# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 
’"Jurisdictions” includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed.qov/nationsreDortca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE; U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain Information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 







0 In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Michigan was 264. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (265). 

0 Michigan's average score (264) in 2003 was not found to be 
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools 
(261). 

0 Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Michigan were higher than those in 17 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 28 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 7 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Michigan who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(32 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO^ with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basi(, 242 or lower; Basic 243-280; 
Profklent, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 




Percentage Average Percentage of students at 

Reporting groups of students Score Below Bas/c Basic Proficient Advanced 


Male 50 259 30 44 25 2 

Female 50 270 20 42 34 3 


White” ’ - 70 272 16 45 36 3 

Black 24 242 51 37 12 # 

Hispanic 3 257 33 40 26 1 

Asian/Pacific Islander 2 — — — — — 

American Indian/Alaska Native 2 — — — — — 


Free/reduced-price school lunch 

Eligible 28 247 43 42 14 i 1 

Not eligible 63 272 16 44 37 4 






0 In 2003, male students in Michigan had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (1 1 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
2002(11 points). 

0 In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (31 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (28 points). 

0 The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Michigan in 2002, 

0 In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (25 points). This performance gap 
was wider than that of 2002 (13 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



U The estimate rounds to zero, — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate, 

* Significantly different from 2003, T Significantly higher than. I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited’English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed. gov /na tionsre portcard/states / for additional results and detailed information, 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP). 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 









0 In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Minnesota was 268. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 1998 (265). 

o Minnesota’s average score (268) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation’s public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Minnesota were higher than those in 27 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 23 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 2 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Minnesota who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 1998 
(36 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading stale ranges from 0 to 500, with the athievement levels 
(orresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-2B0; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Minnesota had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (13 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (15 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (38 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Minnesota in 1998. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points). 
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Auominodotions were not permirted 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



U The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, i lower than 1998. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nations r eportca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics. National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998 and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Mississippi was 255. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (255), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (251). 

Mississippi’s average score (255) in 2003 was lower than that 
of the nation's public schools (261 ). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Mississippi were higher than those In 2 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 13 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 37 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Mississippi who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 21 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(20 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (19 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ronges from 0 lo 500, wrth tlie odiievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243*280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Mississippi had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (1 1 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (9 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Mississippi. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed, 

* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments, 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools), 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed. a ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading In three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students In 
Missouri was 267. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (268), and was higher 
than the average score in 1998 (262). 

Missouri’s average score (267) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Missouri were higher than those in 24 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 24 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 4 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Missouri who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(33 percent), and was greater than that in 1998 (28 percent). 
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NOTE: Tlie NAEP reading scale ronges from 0 to 500, with the ochievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or tower; Basic, 243-280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or obove. 



Reporting groups 



Percentage Average Percentage of students at 

of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 



Male 

Female 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian/Pacific Islander 
American Indian/Alaska Native 
Free/reduced-price school lunch 
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o In 2003, male students in Missouri had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (10 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (28 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Missouri. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (18 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points). 




Per<entiles 



• ■ ■ ■ ^ Accommodations weie not permitted 
□ □ Accommodotions were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free /reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Montana was 270. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (270), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (271). 

Montana's average score (270) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Montana were higher than those in 34 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 16 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 2 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Montana who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(37 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1 998 (40 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Baslc^ 242 or lower; Bask 243*280; 
Profkientf 281*322; Advanced^ 323 or above. 
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o In 2003, male students in Montana had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (1 2 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (14 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Montana. 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Montana. 

© In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (17 points). 
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Accommadations were not permitted 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and timited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed.qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



Oyerall 



Nebraska 



In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Nebraska was 266. This was lower' than the average score in 
2002 (270). 

Nebraska's average score (266) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation's public schools (261 ). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Nebraska were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 24 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 7 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Nebraska who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(36 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges front 0 to 5C0, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basl^ 242 or lower; Basic, 243*280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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Reporting groups 
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Below Basic 
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Proficient 
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84 
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43 
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5 
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In 2003, male students in Nebraska had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
2002 (7 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (32 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (27 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (30 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 2002 (22 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap 
was wider than that of 2002 (1 5 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools), 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. a ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics. National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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Nevada 
Grade 8 

Public Schools 






The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Nevada was 252. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (251), and was lower 
than the average score in 1998 (258). 

o Nevada’s average score (252) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Nevada were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not 
significantly different from those in 7 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 44 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Nevada who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 21 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(19 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998(23 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500„ with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Boslc^ 242 or lower; Basic, 243*280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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Black 


11 


233 


57 


36 


7 


# 


Hispanic 


25 


237 


56 


36 


8 


# 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


6 


260 


25 


51 


24 


1 


American Indian/ Alaska Native 


2 


... 


— 


— 


— 


— 



Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 



33 ? 
63 



242 

258 



50 

30 



38 

45 



12 

23 



In 2003, male students in Nevada had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (12 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (1 1 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points). 

in 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (19 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-Engllsh-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nat ions rep ortc ar d/states / for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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New Hampshire 
Grade 8 

r Public Schools 






The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
New Hampshire was 271 . 

New Hampshire's average score (271) in 2003 was higher' 
than that of the nation's public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
New Hampshire were higher than those in 40 jurisdictions, 
and not significantly different from those in 12 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in New Hampshire who performed 
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 40 percent in 2003. 
The percentage of students in New Hampshire who performed 
at or above the Sas/c level was 81 percent. 
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NOTE: Tbe NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the ochlevenient levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below BasK 242 or lower; Basi(, 243*2BO; 
Proficient, 28l'322; Advanced 323 or above. 
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o In 2003, male students in New Hampshire had an average 
score that was lower than that of female students (1 1 points). 
This performance gap was not significantly different from that 
of the Nation (11 points). 

0 The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable 
estimate for Black students in New Hampshire. 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable 
estimate for Hispanic students in New Hampshire. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that 
of students who were eligible (18 points). This performance 
gap was narrower than that of the Nation (25 points). 
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Scale Score Distribution 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP 
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower, 
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example, 
the data above show that 75 percent of students In public schools 
nationally scored below 286, and 75 percent of students in New 
Hampshire scored below 293. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from New Hampshire. f Significantly higher than, i lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public). 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed.qov/nationsreDortca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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© In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
New Jersey was 268. 

o New Jersey’s average score (268) in 2003 was higher' than 
that of the nation’s public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
New Jersey were higher than those in 26 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 24 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 2 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in New Jersey who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. 
The percentage of students in New Jersey who performed at 
or above the Basic level was 79 percent. 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale range* from 0 io 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding lo the following points; Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280; 
hofiuent, 201*322; Advanced 323 or above. 
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Reporting groups 


Percentage Average 

of students Score 


Below Basic 


Percentage of students at 
Basic Proficiont 


Advanced 


Male 


51 


263 t 


25 1 


43 


29 t 


2 


Female 


49 


272 t 


17 i 


40 


38 r 


5 


White 


60 


277 t 


12 1 


42 


42 r 


4 


Black 


20 


248 


42 


43 


15 


1 


Hispanic 


14 


248 


39 


44 


16 


1 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


6 


289 t 


8 1 


30 i 


51 I 


12 


American Indian/Alaska Native 


#i 


... 


— 


— 


— 


— 


Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 


24 i 


246 


44 


41 


15 


1 


Not eligible 


67 t 


275 t 


14 1 


42 


40 f 


5 











In 2003, male students in New Jersey had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (9 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of the 
Nation (11 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27 
points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (28 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27 
points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that 
of students who were eligible (30 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (25 
points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP 
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower, 
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example, 
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools 
nationally scored below 286, and 75 percent of students in New 
Jersey scored below 291 . 



U The estimate rounds to zero. ™ Reporting standards not met: sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from New Jersey. t Significantly higher than, i lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public). 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

^ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch Is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National /^sessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment. 




35 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 











Kjatioh’s Re^Carrf^ 
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Grade 8 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
New Mexico was 252. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (254), and was lower 
than the average score in 1998 (258). 

o New Mexico’s average score (252) in 2003 was lower than that 
of the nation’s public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
New Mexico were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not 
significantly different from those in 6 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 45 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in New Mexico who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 20 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (20 percent), and was smaller than that in 1998 (23 
percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ronges from 0 to 500, with the ochievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Bas}<, 242 or lower; Basir, 243*280; 
Frofkhnt, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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© In 2003, male students in New Mexico had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (1 1 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (1 1 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in New Mexico in 1998. 

© In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance 
gap was wider than that of 1998 (20 points). 

© In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (21 points). This performance gap 
was wider than that of 1 998 (15 points). 
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• Accommodotions were ttot permitted 

Accommodotions were pennitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

‘ Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit hU p://nc es.ed.q ov/n a tionsreportca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP). 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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New York 
Grade 8 

Pubfic Schools 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 









o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
New York was 265. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (264), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (265). 

o New York's average score (265) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation's public schools (261 ). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
New York were higher than those in 20 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 25 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 7 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in New York who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(32 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (32 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ronges from 0 lo 500, with the ochlevetnenl levels 
corresponding lo the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280; 
Profkhnt, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in New York had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (12 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (8 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (32 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (28 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points). 
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Accommodotions were sot permitted 
Accommodations were penoitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



U The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions* includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available* category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreDOrtcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
North Carolina was 262. This was lower^ than the average 
score in 2002 (265), and was not found to be significantly 
different from the average score in 1998 (262). 

North Carolina’s average score (262) in 2003 was not found to 
be significantly different from that of the nation’s public schools 
(261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
North Carolina were higher than those in 15 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 1 1 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 26 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in North Carolina who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 29 percent in 2003. 

This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (32 percent), and was not found to be significantly 
different from 1998 (30 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reoding scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or tower; Bask 243-280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or obove. 

















Reporting groups 


Percentage Average 

of students Score 


Below Basic 


Percentage of students at 
Basic Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


50 


256 


^'^“^33 


43 


22 


..... „ 


Female 


50 


267 


22 


44 


31 


3 


White 


60 


271 


17 


45 


35 


3 


Black 


31 


247 


44 


43 


12 


1 


Hispanic 


4 


244 


48 


37 


14 


1 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


2 


267 


24 


46 


23 


7 


American Indian/Alaska Native 


2 


242 


48 


41 


10 


# 


Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 


37 


247 1 


44 


43 


13 


# 


Not eligible 


52 

laHKzaxismssin i 


270 


18 

issassaas 


45 


34 


3 






o In 2003, male students in North Carolina had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (1 1 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (14 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1 998 (25 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in North Carolina in 1998. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-prIce 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points). 




Per<entil«s 



Accommodations were not permitted 
Accominodotions were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. t Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreportca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
North Dakota was 270. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (268). 

o North Dakota's average score (270) in 2003 was higher than 
that of the nation's public schools (261 ). 

o Of the 53 states and Jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
North Dakota were higher than those in 35 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 15 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 2 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in North Dakota who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 38 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was greater than that in 2002 (35 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reoding scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the ochlevement levels 
(orresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; BasI^ 243-280; 
Profklent, 281 -322; Advanced, 323 or above. 



No^rflDaJ^ 






lUIIU- -J 



_Rcporting groups 

Male 

Female 



Percentage 
of students 



Average 

Score 



Percentage of students at 
Below Basic Basic Pro^cient 



Advanced 



50 

50 



264 

275 



22 

15 



47 

39 



29 

42 



White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian/Pacific Islander 
American Indian/Alaska Native 



90 i 
1 
1 
1 

7 t 



272 ? 



244 



16 



51 



44 



37 



38 1 



11 



Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 



26 

73 



259 

273 



29 

15 



44 

43 



25 

39 



In 2003, male students in North Dakota had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
2002 (10 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in North Dakota. 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in North Dakota. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (14 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (9 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. ] Significantly higher than, | lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

^ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available” category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. g ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Ohio was 267. This was not found to be significantly different’ 
from the average score in 2002 (268). 

Ohio's average score (267) in 2003 was higher than that of the 
nation's public schools {261 ). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Ohio were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not significantly 
different from those in 26 jurisdictions, and lower than those in 
5 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Ohio who performed at or above 
the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(35 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points; Below BaslCf 242 or lower; Basl^ 243-280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Ohio had an average score that was 
lower than that of female students (7 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 2002 (6 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (22 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (27 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Ohio in 2002. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (16 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed.Qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Oklahoma was 262. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (262), and was lower 
than the average score in 1998 (265). 

Oklahoma's average score (262) in 2003 was not found to be 
significantly different from that of the nation’s public schools 
(261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Oklahoma were higher than those in 15 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 1 1 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 26 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Oklahoma who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 30 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(28 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (30 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reeding scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basi^ 243*230; 
Proficient, 281*322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Oklahoma had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (12 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (1 1 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (27 points). This performance gap 
was wider than that of 1998 (16 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (16 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (14 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (19 points). This performance gap 
was wider than that of 1 998 (1 3 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

" Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






© In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Oregon was 264. This was lower^ than the average score in 
2002 (268), and was not found to be significantly different from 
the average score in 1998 (266). 

o Oregon’s average score (264) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Oregon were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 20 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 14 jurisdictions. 

© The percentage of students in Oregon who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(37 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (35 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ronges from 0 to 500, with the ochkvement levels 
corresponding to the following points; Below Basic, 242 or lower; Bask 243-280; 
hofident^ 281-322; Adwnced, 323 or obove. 
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In 2003, male students in Oregon had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (11 points). This 
performance gap was narrower than that of 1 998 (1 7 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (15 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (17 points). This performance 
gap was narrower than that of 1998 (32 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (14 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (19 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 

# The estimate rounds to zero. ~ Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. 1 Signircantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions” includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.e d.g ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Pennsylvania was 264. This was not found to be significantly 
different' from the average score in 2002 (265). 

Pennsylvania's average score (264) in 2003 was higher than 
that of the nation's public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Pennsylvania were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 12 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Pennsylvania who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (35 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scole ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; 243-280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Pennsylvania had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (12 points). This 
performance gap was wider than that of 2002 (5 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was narrower than that of 2002 (35 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was not 
found to be significantly different from that of Hispanic students. 
In 2002, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (28 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. t Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced- price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, 






In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Rhode Island was 261. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (262), and was lower 
than the average score in 1998 (264). 

Rhode Island’s average score (261 ) in 2003 was not found to 
be significantly different from that of the nation's public schools 
(261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Rhode Island were higher than those in 12 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 9 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 31 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Rhode Island who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 30 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (30 percent), and was not found to be significantly 
different from 1998 (32 percent). 
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Percanlogo below Bosk ond at Bosk Percentage at Profkhnt aad 
Athamed 

H below Bask □ Bask □ Profkhnt O Advanred 

NOTE: Ihe NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the ochtevenient levels 
corresponding to the following points: 8elow BasJ(j 242 or lower; Bask 243*280; 
Rrofident, 281*322; Advanred, 323 or above. 
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Reporting groups 


of students 


Score 


Below Basic 


Basic 


Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


51 


256 


34 


40 i 


24 
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Female 


49 


266 


23 


43 


31 


4 


White 


75 


267 


22 


43 


32 


3 


Black 


8 


241 


50 


36 


14 


# 


Hispanic 


13 


238 


54 


38 
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Asian/Pacific Islander 


3 


252 


42 


35 
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American Indian/Alaska Native 
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Free/reduced-price school lunch 














Eligible 
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14 
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Not eligible 
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In 2003, male students in Rhode Island had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (1 1 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (10 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (30 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points). 
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■ ■ ■ ■ ^ Accommodotions were not permitted 
Accommodotions weie permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero, — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003, I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002, 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting In smaller detectable differences than In previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools), 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nationsrePortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments, 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, 



Student 






Axhiexement 



In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
South Carolina was 258. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (258), and was higher 
than the average score in 1998 (255). 

o South Carolina's average score (258) in 2003 was lower than 
that of the nation's public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
South Carolina were higher than those in 7 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those In 1 1 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 34 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in South Carolina who performed 
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 24 percent In 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (24 percent), and was not found to be significantly 
different from 1998 (22 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale rouges from 0 to 500, whh the achievement levels 
corresponding to the lollowing points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basi^ 243*280; 
Profkhnt, 281*322; Advanced, 323 or above. 



Reporting groups 



Percentage 
of students 



Average 

Score 



Percentage of students at 
Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 



Male 

Female 



48 

52 



253 

263 



36 

26 



45 

46 



18 

26 



White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian/Pacific Islander 
American Indian/Alaska Native 



54 

43 

2 

1 

# 



269 

244 



18 

47 



47 

43 



33 

9 



Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 



47 

51 



247 

268 



42 

20 



44 

46 



13 

31 






o In 2003, male students in South Carolina had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (9 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points). 

0 The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in South Carolina. 

© In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (21 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points). 
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• Accommodations were not permitted 

D" """□ Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met: sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. t Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nc e s.ed. q ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
South Dakota was 270. 

South Dakota’s average score (270) in 2003 was higher’ than 
that of the nation’s public schools (261 ). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
South Dakota were higher than those in 38 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 12 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 2 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in South Dakota who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 39 percent in 2003. 
The percentage of students in South Dakota who performed at 
or above the Basic level was 82 percent. 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 242 or lower; Basi(^ 243-280; 
Ptofident, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 






Reporting groups _ 

Male 

Female 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian/Pacific Islander 
American Indian/Alaska Native 
Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 



Percentage 
of students 
49" 
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Score 
265 t ' 
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88 t 
1 1 
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9 T 
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o In 2003, male students in South Dakota had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (1 1 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of the 
Nation (1 1 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable 
estimate for Black students in South Dakota. 
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Scale Score Distribution 



South Dakota 
Nation (Public) 
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Percentile 
251 t 
240 



50 "^ 

Percentile 
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264 
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Percentile 
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The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable 
estimate for Hispanic students in South Dakota. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that 
of students who were eligible (13 points). This performance 
gap was narrower than that of the Nation (25 points). 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP 
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower, 
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example, 
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools 
nationally scored below 286, and 75 percent of students in South 
Dakota scored below 292. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from South Dakota. T Significantly higher than, I lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public). 

’ Comparisons (higher/iower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed.qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: u7s. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 

ff 









o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Tennessee was 258. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (260), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (258). 

o Tennessee’s average score (258) in 2003 was lower than that 
of the nation's public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Tennessee were higher than those in 7 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 1 1 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 34 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Tennessee who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 26 percent In 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(28 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (27 percent). 
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NOTE: Hie NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Bask 243*280; 
Mkhntf 281*322; Advamedf 323 or above. 



Reporting groups 

Male 

Female 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian/Pacific Islander 
American Indian/Alaska Native 



Percentage Average Percentage of students at 

of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 
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o In 2003, male students in Tennessee had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (1 3 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (15 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Tennessee. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap 
was narrower than that of 1 998 (27 points). 
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Accommodations weie not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rouncts to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

‘ Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than. 1 lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* “Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed.QOV/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, 






Results 



In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Texas was 259, This was not found to be significantly different^ 
from the average score in 2002 (262), and was not found to be 
significantly different from the average score in 1998 (261). 

Texas’ average score (259) in 2003 was lower than that of the 
nation’s public schools (261 ). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Texas were higher than those in 7 jurisdictions, not significantly 
different from those in 13 jurisdictions, and lower than those in 
32 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Texas who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 26 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was smaller than that in 2002 (31 percent), and 
was not found to be significantly different from 1998 (27 
percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reoding scale ronges from 0 lo 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Belovr Basic, 242 or lovrer; Bask, 243-280; 
Proficient, 231*322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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Percentage Average Percentage of students at 

of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 
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48 
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In 2003, male students in Texas had an average score that was 
lower than that of female students (1 1 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (10 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (24 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points). 
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Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003, I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDOrtcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments, 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Utah was 264. This was not found to be significantly different’ 
from the average score in 2002 (263), and was not found to be 
significantly different from the average score in 1998 (263). 

Utah's average score (264) in 2003 was higher than that of the 
nation's public schools (261 ). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Utah were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not significantly 
different from those in 18 jurisdictions, and lower than those in 
16 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Utah who performed at or above 
the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(32 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (31 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 lo 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the iollowlng points: Below BasICf 242 or lower; Bask 243-280; 
Proficient^ 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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Reporting groups 



Percentage 
of students 



Average 
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Percentage of students at 

Below Basic Basic Pnftcient Advanced 
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o In 2003, male students in Utah had an average score that was 
lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (9 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Utah. 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (27 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points). 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (18 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (20 points). 
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■ Accommodations wete not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






® In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Vermont was 271. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (272). 

o Vermont's average score (271 ) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Vermont were higher than those in 40 jurisdictions, and not 
significantly different from those in 12 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Vermont who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 39 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(40 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP rcoding scole ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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Reporting groups 




Percentage 
of students 


Average 

Score Below Basic 


Percentage of students at 
Basic Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 
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Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 
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o In 2003, male students in Vermont had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (11 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
2002 (9 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Vermont. 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Vermont. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (19 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited*English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

^ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. g ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described In the NAEP frameworic reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Virginia was 268. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (269), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (266). 

Virginia’s average score (268) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Virginia were higher than those in 27 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 23 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 2 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Virginia who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 36 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(37 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (33 percent). 
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NOTE; The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 lo 500, with the achlevenienl levels 
corresponding lo the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; BasiCr 243*280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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Reporting groups 


Percentage Average 

of students Score 
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Percentage of students at 

Basic Prvffcient Advanced 
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65 




275 


15 


41 


39 


5 


Black 


27 
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In 2003, male students in Virginia had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (9 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (10 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (9 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (8 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (23 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points). 




Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

^ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes In sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting In smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed.Qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Washington was 264. This was lower’ than the average score 
in 2002 (268), and was not found to be significantly different 
from the average score in 1998 (264). 

Washington's average score (264) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation's public schools (261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Washington were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 20 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 14 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Washington who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(37 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (32 percent). 
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Athansed 

E) below Basic □ Bask □ Profkhnt □ Advanced 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 lo 500, with the ochievetnenl levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Baslc^ 242 or tower; Bask 243-280; 
Proficient^ 281*322; Advanced, 323 or above. 







Percentage 


Average 


Percentage of students at 
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Score 
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White 
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In 2003, male students in Washington had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (13 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (16 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (17 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (22 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (23 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points). 
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Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodotions were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than. 1 lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

^ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDortcard/state s / for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. Institute of Education Sciences. National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998. 2002. and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
West Virginia was 260. This was lower' than the average score 
in 2002 (264), and was not found to be significantly different 
from the average score in 1998 (262). 

West Virginia's average score (260) in 2003 was not found to 
be significantly different from that of the nation's public schools 
(261). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
West Virginia were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 1 1 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 32 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in West Virginia who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 25 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was smaller than that in 2002 (29 percent), 
and was not found to be significantly different from 1998 (28 
percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading stole ronges from 0 to 500, with the ochievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or tower; Basic, 243*280; 
Profident, 281*322; Adyanced, 323 or obove. 
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o In 2003, male students in West Virginia had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (1 1 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (13 points). 

© In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (12 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (14 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in West Virginia. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (13 points). 
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Accommodotions were sot permitted 
Accominodotions were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade Indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. } Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 
’"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces. ed. g ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed Information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






0 In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Wisconsin was 266. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 1998 (265). 

0 Wisconsin’s average score (266) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation's public schools (261). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Wisconsin were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 25 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 6 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Wisconsin who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 1998 
(34 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reoding scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below BosI<f 242 or lower; BosI<^ 243*280; 
Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Wisconsin had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (15 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (15 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (38 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (35 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (28 points). This performance 
gap was wider than that of 1998 (13 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (28 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (20 points). 
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Accommodotions were not permitred 
QiimiimnimQ Accommodotlons were pcnnitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



U The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, J lower than 1998. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category kr Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreportcard/states / for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998 and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in 
Wyoming was 267. This was higher^ than the average score in 
2002 (265), and was higher than the average score in 1998 
(263). 

o Wyoming’s average score (267) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (261). 

0 Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
eighth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Wyoming were higher than those in 26 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 19 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 7 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Wyoming who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(31 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998(31 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reoding scale ronges from 0 ta 500, with the ochievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Bask 243*280; 
Profkhnt, 23 1*322; Advanced, 323 or above. 
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o In 2003, male students in Wyoming had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (15 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Wyoming. 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (14 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (15 points). 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (15 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. \ Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE; U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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